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Subject: Followup from the Tuesday CAG meeting
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Hello CAG Members.

As a followup to Tuesday’s CAG meeting, I would like to share the following information:

1. please see the note from Sabine below and the statement from the FOTGP that was referred 
to in the meeting
2. I have also attached the letter from the CAG regarding the Fulton MGP site in which the 
CAG demonstrated its support for Thomas Green Park
3. For those of you who were not there, the meeting surfaced some longstanding issues of 
concern and distrust in the community, and the CAG has made a commitment to develop a 
process to address these issues as a group, I will be working with the Facilitation Team over 
the coming weeks to determine a path forward and will keep you informed

thank you and have a nice weekend
Doug

Doug Sarno
Gowanus Canal CAG Facilitator
301-798-2713 office
703-927-6265 cell
doug@forumfg.com

Begin forwarded message:

As a follow up to last night’s CAG meeting I would like to submit 
to the general CAG the attached statement that was written by 
FOTGP on behalf of our stakeholder group.

Additionally I would like to add to the general CAG group that even though 
FOTGP has supported the clean-up and has only advocated for the EPA to 
create binding commitments from all relevant PRP’s to provide for temporary 
and permanent replacement Park facilities, some members of the CAG have 
found this advocacy threatening in some way. Rather than waste energy about 
imagined threats to the timely and comprehensive clean-up of the canal – a 
goal we share - our stakeholder group focus is described in the statement, so 
we hope you will please take the time to read it. 
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Statement from the Friends of Thomas Greene Park (FOTGP) regarding our Sept 15th meeting with EPA 


Presented to the Gowanus Canal Community Advisory Group (CAG) on Sept 22nd  2015 


 


The Friends of Thomas Greene Park (FOTGP) stakeholder group was organized by FOTGP over two years ago to 


give local residents – and especially public housing residents and Tenant Association leadership – a voice in 


determining how the Superfund and Fulton MGP cleanups would affect their limited parks and recreational space. 


Given the questions raised about last week’s meeting, we want to explain the history of this stakeholder group and 


our ongoing discussions with EPA, and why we are advocating for firm commitments to protect (and hopefully 


increase) park and recreational space as part of a thorough and comprehensive Gowanus cleanup. 


 


Background on the Friends of Thomas Greene Park (FOTGP) Stakeholder Group 


 


The FOTGP stakeholder group was organized after the CAG originally expressed opposition to holding any 


discussion on the Fulton MGP cleanup because it was considered outside the scope of Superfund. The group 


included public housing residents and Tenant Association leadership from Gowanus Houses, Wyckoff Gardens, and 


Warren Street Houses, years before they were represented on the CAG. The Wyckoff Gardens Tenant Association 


president has also been a board member of FOTGP since prior to the Gowanus Canal’s listing on the NPL. The 


stakeholder group has since grown to include park and greenspace advocacy groups such as NY’ers for Parks, 


Gowanus Canal Conservancy and community based organizations, Fifth Avenue Committee (FAC) and Families 


United for Racial and Economic Equality (FUREE), who have long worked with public housing residents in the area 


on a range of issues, and we have obtained legal assistance from New York Lawyers in the Public Interest (NYLPI). 


Our stakeholder group is designed to address the interests of thousands of residents in the northern section of 


Gowanus who will be impacted by EPA’s decisions regarding Thomas Greene Park, which includes Double D Pool. 


Many of us are CAG members, and we are working closely with the CAG and many other community organizations 


to fight for a clean Gowanus. Our mission is to work transparently with the CAG, EPA, other government agencies 


and elected officials to address the fate of Thomas Greene Park for both the short and long term as part of the 


cleanup process.  


As has been previously mentioned by the EPA and Dan Wiley, from Congresswoman Nydia Velazquez’s office, the 


Friends of Thomas Greene Park (FOTGP) stakeholder group met with the EPA last December to discuss its position 


regarding questions and concerns about how the Canal cleanup plans intersect with the Park’s current and future 


use evolve. The recent September 15
th


 meeting was a promised follow up meeting to continue this conversation 


with the EPA and Elected Representatives since the DEP submitted their final site recommendation for the 


Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) storage tank on June 30th.  


Our Position: Preserve and Increase Park Space during a Comprehensive Cleanup 


FOTGP, and the broader stakeholder group, has taken a position that we prefer to see the CSO storage tank built 


underneath the DEP’s preferred site (RH-3, next to canal), assuming the science and engineering support this 


position. We believe EPA can use its authority to compel the cleanup of the property underneath Thomas Greene 


Park, without siting a sewage holding tank there, and we recognize that either CSO site plan will most likely require 


closing Thomas Greene Park (creating the need for temporary park space) during years of construction. We want 


to avoid the outcome of the permanent loss of existing park space for an above ground head house and we want 


to seize on one of the few existing opportunities to potentially create new park space and public waterfront access 


for our community.  We also believe this situation constitutes a correct use for eminent domain, and that the EPA 


and the City should work together to acquire the land at the RH-3 site to build the CSO storage tank as speedily as 


possible. We hope such an apt public use would alleviate some of the disproportionate impacts that will be felt 







intensely by the Thomas Greene Park and Double D pool community during the cleanup and greatly assist with the 


overall need for more greenspace in the Gowanus neighborhood. 


EPA’s own Guidance for Community Advisory Groups at Superfund Sites states that “it is important to remember 


that the CAG is not the only mechanism for community involvement at a site; as the lead Agency, EPA continues to 


have the obligation to inform and involve the entire community through regular as well as innovative community 


involvement activities.” Furthermore, EPA also has an obligation to promote environmental justice and civil rights 


in its programs, policies, and activities, as reflected in EPA’s Plan EJ 2014 strategic plan. We understand this to 


mean that the EPA must be further committed to additional outreach and engagement so the nearby public 


housing community is informed and involved, and that their voice is heard and considered in the CSO tank siting 


and Superfund cleanup decisions being made beyond their representation on the CAG. 


 


We fully support the Gowanus clean-up, and understand the burdens our community and Park will have to endure 


as cleanup actions commence. We also believe alienation of parkland creates an environmental justice issue for 


the community, and that the EPA must create binding commitments from all relevant PRP’s to provide for 


temporary and permanent replacement Park facilities as part of the clean-up plan.  


 


We do have strong cautionary reasons for concern about getting upfront commitments in place to protect our Park 


and Pool. In 2005, the City promised the residents of Greenpoint and Williamsburg a 28-acre park along North 


Brooklyn’s waterfront and almost a decade later, very little of Bushwick Inlet Park has materialized. In addition, 


previous City administrations have already tried (albeit unsuccessfully) to shut down the Double D Pool! This 


underscores why we want decisive protections and commitments in writing, funding in place, and a temporary 


location identified for any of the Park facilities and programming that may be disrupted before those disruptions 


begin.   


 
We hope that our continuing advocacy will lay the framework for stronger agreements to protect our Park and 


Pool for the residents who rely on this crucial public asset, and to realize the best possible outcomes for a cleaner 


and greener Gowanus Canal and a more equitable Gowanus neighborhood.  


 


Respectfully submitted on Sept 22
nd  


2015 
 


 
 
Sue Wolfe, President  
Friends of Thomas Greene Park  
 
and  
 


 
Sabine Aronowsky  
Friends of Thomas Greene Park Board Member and Organizational Representative, Friends of Thomas Greene 


Park, EPA Region 2 Gowanus Canal Superfund Community Advisory Group 














GOWANUS CANAL 
COMMUNITY ADVISORY GROUP (CAG)                 
your local voice for Superfund  


!  !
April 29, 2015 !


Henry Willems 
Department of Environmental Conservation 
Division of Environmental Remediation 
625 Broadway 
Albany, NY 12233-7014 
518-402-9662 
henry.willems@dec.ny.gov !
cc: Christopher Doroski BEEI@health.ny.gov !
Subject: EPA Gowanus Canal Community Advisory Group (CAG) Request for 90 day Extension of time to 
Comment on Fulton MGP Site Remedy (PRAP) and initial statement. !
Dear Mr. Willems of NYSDEC: !
The Gowanus Canal CAG, organized under the Environmental Protection Agency’s Superfund process, is 
a 60-member entity comprised of various organizations and at large members.   !
We do hereby ask the Department of Environmental Conservation to extend its public comment period 
now scheduled to end May 3, 2015 for an additional 90 days.  !
The community does not as yet have sufficient information to understand and meaningfully comment on 
the full nature of the work that is to take place at the site. As an organization consisting of multiple 
constituent parts, we require additional time for our member organizations to review your plan and bring 
comments back to the CAG so we can compile the various questions and concerns.   !
We also wish to further understand the interplay, if any, of the overlapping responsibilities between the 
NYC DEP, the NYS DEC, and the EPA.  We believe that it is important to know the determination of the 
City of New York with regard to the placement of detention tanks prior to the expiration of the comment 
period. !
Please be aware that our initial reaction is that the “opportunistic” approach to source removal outlined in 
the PRAP is inconsistent with the requirement that the plan adequately protect the Superfund remedy.  We 
further believe that a “proactive” approach to source removal is in the best interests of our community. !
We care deeply about the amenities provided by the Thomas Greene Park and adjacent pool.  Those 
concerns ought to be addressed by providing interim and ultimately permanent replacements for these 
amenities, but we are steadfast in asserting that such concerns do not override our commitment to a 
comprehensive cleanup of the Gowanus Canal and its environs. !
Best, 
Gowanus Canal Community Advisory Group
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I would also like to mention that at the meeting last night technical assistance 
from the CAG TAG was brought up and EPA did confirm the CSO tank siting 
documents fall under EPA as technical documents so it seems the CAG can 
request a TAG assessment of the technical/financial/timeline comparison 
between the two proposed sites which have to be addressed at whichever CSO 
tank site is selected. 

Finally, if CAG members feel it is appropriate (and I think it is) I would also like 
to share the letter that was given to me by the property owner at 242 Nevins 
Street. Please note the letter incorrectly labels our FOTGP stakeholder group 
mtg on Sept. 15th as a “Public Hearing” so I do not want this to cause further 
confusion, but I would like to share the letter with the CAG because it also 
refers to a Developer’s plan for the redevelopment and clean-up of these 
properties.

Thanks,

Sabine


